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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



nuj^pplicant: Manish Upendran et al. Group Art Unit: 3627 

Serial No.: 10/752,620 Examiner: Fischer, Andrew J. 

Filed: January 6, 2004 Confirmation No.: 5967 

Title: SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR PERFORMING PURCHASE 

TRANSACTIONS UTILIZING A BROADCAST-BASED DEVICE 
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Mail Stop AMENDMENT 

Commissioner for Patents 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Sir: 

In response to the Restriction Requirement dated March 22, 2005 regarding 
the above-identified U.S. patent application, Applicants hereby provisionally elect 
Claims 1-13 (Group I) for prosecution in the present application. For the reasons 
set forth hereinafter, however, Applicants respectfully submit that restriction as 
between Claims 1-13, 14-26 and Claims 27-39 in this application is not proper. 
Accordingly, the requirement for a restriction is traversed. 

Reconsideration of the restriction requirement is requested on grounds that it 
does not set forth the prima facie case of independent and/or distinctness sufficient 
to satisfy 35 USC § 121 or, for that matter, the PTO's own guidelines set forth in 
MPEP § 806.05. In particular, the general conclusions set forth in the Office Action 



